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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR LI 14 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1 17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 8/8/05 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 8/8/05 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. As they remain the arguments of the advisory action, the response will be of similar 
structure. 

3. All amendments have been entered. 

4. Regarding applicant's assertion of mis characterization (P. 15, lines 17-24), the examiner 
had interpreted that the existence or absence of the instantaneous networks as currently drawn is 
based upon the proximity of the devices, wherein a network is established if and only if a device 
moves into proximity. If this is not the case, then the claims must be amended to reflect this. 

5. Regarding the mapping of the devices (P. 16, lines 6-12), it was shown clearly in the last 
office action that Ml is mapped to the first device of the application, M2 to the second, and so 
forth. Beyond that, applicant provides no arguments other than a broad statement that the 
structure is different. 
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6. Regarding the statement of receiving communications from unknown modes from 
unknown piconets, or of buffering and establishing communications thereof (P. 17, lines 17-21), 
none of these limitations are in the claims, and the applicant is reminded that limitations cannot 
be read from the specification. 

7. Regarding the need of all nodes participating in a given communication (P. 17, lines 21- 
24), Morris does not teach a static network as the applicant seems to believe. Rather, S4 may 
move away from some of the devices and break piconets, as shown in the last office action, and 
communication may still occur and in the method described by the claims. Further, the case is 
set up so that S4 receives a communication from a device, breaks that connection, waits for a 
connection to the third device, and then delivers the communication, thus fulfilling the "networks 
not simultaneous (P. 19, lines 7-10)" requirement. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

9. Claims 1-4, 6-8, 12, 13, and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Morris et al. (6,691,173). 

10. For claim 1, Morris teaches a method (abstract; col. 1, line 1 - col. 2, line 55) comprising: 
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a. Establishing an instantaneous network (col. 3, lines 25-40) between a first mobile 
device (Fig. 1, #10, Ml) and a second mobile device (Fig. 1, #20, M2), each mobile 
device having ad hoc networking capability (col. 1, lines 10-60); 

b. Sending first information from the first mobile device to the second mobile device 
automatically (col. 2, lines 7-1 1), the first information including at least information 
received by the first mobile device (col. 2, lines 3-7) from the one or more third devices 
other than the first mobile device and the second mobile device (Fig. 1, #10, SI, S2, S6 
and S7) during at least one instantaneous network previously established between the first 
mobile device and the one or more third devices (col. 2, lines 19-22); and 

c. Storing the first information at the second mobile device (Fig. 2, #130); 

d. Wherein the first mobile device is not part of the at least one instantaneous 
network previously established between the first mobile device and the one or more third 
devices during the establishing and the sending (col. 5, lines 20-45) 

1 1 . For claim 2, Morris teaches that the instantaneous network between the first mobile 
device and the second mobile device is a piconet (col. 3, lines 15-25). 

12. For claim 3, Morris teaches that the method further comprises: 

a. Sending (Fig. 3, #184) second information from the second mobile device to the 
first mobile device (col. 2, lines 15-20), the second information including at least 
information received by the second mobile device (col. 2, lines 11-15) from one or more 
fourth devices other than the first mobile device and the second mobile device (Fig. 1, 
#20, S3 and S5) during at least one instantaneous network previously established between 
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the second mobile device and the one or more fourth devices (col. 3, line 50 - col. 4, line 
25); and 

b. Storing the second information at the first mobile device in a structure (Fig. 2, 
#130) in which the first information has already been stored (col. 6, lines 45-55). 

13. For claim 4, Morris teaches that the first information is stored at the second mobile 
device in a structure in which the second information has already been stored (col. 6, lines 45- 
55). 

14. For claim 6, Morris teaches that the first information includes identity information 
regarding each of the one or more third devices and identity information regarding the first 
mobile device (Table II). 

15. For claim 7, Morris teaches that the first information includes one or more of: advertising 
information and dating information (col. 3, lines 55-57, service advertisement). 

16. For claim 8, Morris teaches that the first information is divided into nodes (Table I). 

17. For claim 12, Morris teaches that the at least one of the one or more third devices and the 
one or more fourth devices is a mobile device (col. 6, lines 20-25; device = laptop). 

18. For claim 13, Morris teaches that the at least one of the one or more third devices and the 
one or more fourth devices is a stationary device (col. 6, lines 20-25; device = desktop). 

19. For claim 33, Morris teaches a method (abstract) for communicating information (col. 1, 
lines 5-10) from a first device (Fig. 1, #10, Ml) to a second device (Fig. 1, #20, M2) via an 
intermediary mobile device (Fig. 1, S4), each of the first device, the second mobile device and 
the intermediary mobile device having ad hoc networking capability (col. 1, lines 10-65), the 
method comprising: 
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a. Providing a first ad hoc network including at least the first device and the 
intermediary mobile device (col. 3, lines 25-40); 

b. Transmitting information from the first device to the intermediary mobile device 
through the first ad hoc network through which the information is provided from the first 
device to the intermediary mobile device (col. 2, lines 3-1 1); 

c. Storing the information in the intermediary mobile device (Fig. 2, #130); 

d. Permitting the first ad hoc network to dissipate at least with respect to the 
intermediary mobile device (col. 5, lines 20-45); 

e. Establishing, after the dissipation; a second ad hoc network including at least the 
intermediary mobile device and the second mobile device (col. 3, lines 25-65; col. 5, lines 
45-65); and 

f. Automatically sending the information from the intermediary mobile device to the 
second mobile device (col. 2, lines 1 1-20). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

20. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made, 

21. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Morris as applied 
to claims 1, 3, 4 above, and further in view of Briancon (6,640,222). 

22. For claim 5, Morris does not expressly disclose that each of the structure at the first 
mobile device and the structure at the second mobile device is a tree structure. Briancon teaches 
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a method (abstract) of data handling and synchronization (col. 1, lines 8-1 1) in which storage 
structures are tree structures (col 4, lines 35-45). At the time the invention was made, one of 
ordinary skill in the art would have used a tree structure in Morris for better searching and 
estimating purposes (col. 3, lines 19-25). 

23. Claims 9-11, 14, 16-32, 34, 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Morris as applied to claims 1 and 8 above, and further in view of Hild et al. (6,532,368). 

24. For claim 9, Morris does not expressly disclose that each node contains an associated 
decay value, such that information contained in the node decays over time and the node is 
deleted upon expiration. Hild teaches a method (abstract) of sharing service advertisements 
through an ad-hoc wireless network (col. 1, line 1 - col. 6, line 15) in which an associated decay 
value ("expiry time") follows these limitations (col. 8, lines 33-47). At the time the invention 
was made, one of ordinary skill in the art would have used an expiry time in Morris data in order 
to implement more advanced device-tracking techniques desired in Morris (col. 5, lines 20-55) 
and Hild (col 4, lines 30-45). 

25. For claim 10, Morris teaches that storing the first information at the second mobile device 
comprises copying each node of the first information into the structure (Table IV), but does not 
expressly disclose including the associated decay value contained in the node. Hild teaches this 
limitation (Fig. 2, "expiry time"). At the time the invention was made, one of ordinary skill in 
the art would have used this storage in Morris in order to determine if the device is present and 
still providing said service (col. 12, lines 9-45). 
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26. For claim 11, Morris teaches that storing the first information at the second mobile device 
comprises copying each node of the first information into the structure (Table III), but does not 
expressly disclose updating the associated decay value contained in the node. Hild teaches this 
limitation (col. 8, lines 47-60). At the time the invention was made, one of ordinary skill in the 
art would have added these features to Morris in order to assist in service updating (col. 8, line 
65 - col. 9, line 3) and to fulfill Morris' desire to update advertisements (Morris, col. 5, lines 5- 
20). 

27. For claim 14, Morris teaches that the first information decays over time, such that the 
first information is deleted upon expiration. Hild teaches these limitations (col. 8, lines 33-47). 
At the time the invention was made, one of ordinary skill in the art would have used an expiry 
time in Morris data in order to implement more advanced device-tracking techniques desired in 
Morris (col. 5, lines 20-55) and Hild (col. 4, lines 30-45). 

28. Claim 16 is drawn to the limitations drawn in claim 1, but adds exchanging configuration 
information between the devices, each of the first device and the second device having a current 
configuration selected from at least a send-only configuration and a send-and-receive 
configuration, the sending of information based on the configuration of each device. Morris does 
disclose the exchange of configuration information (col. 4, line 30 - col. 5, line 5), but does not 
expressly disclose the transfer of data related to send/receive preferences. Morris teaches these 
limitations (col. 9, lines 4-25). At the time the invention was made, one of ordinary skill in the 
art would have used this feature in Morris in order to conserve power (col. 9, line 7). Therefore, 
since claim 1 is rejected, and given the teachings above, claim 16 is also rejected for the reasons 
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above. In this embodiment, the first and second mobile devices of claim 1 may or may not be 
mobile, and are thus referred to as first and second devices. 

29. Claims 17-23 are drawn to the limitations drawn in claims 2-4 and 8-11, respectively. 
Therefore, since claims 2-4 and 8-11 are rejected, claims 17-23 are also rejected for the reasons 
above. 

30. For claim 24, Morris teaches that the at least one of the first device and the second device 
is a mobile device (col. 6, lines 20-25; device = laptop). 

3 1 . For claim 25, Morris teaches that the at least one of the first device and the second device 
is a stationary device (col. 6, lines 20-25; device = desktop). 

32. For claim 26, Morris teaches that the first device has Bluetooth communication capability 
that enables the ad hoc networking capability (col. 3, lines 13-25). 

33. For claim 27, Morris does not expressly disclose that the first device has 802. 1 lb 
communication (Wi-fi) capability that enables the ad hoc networking capability. Morris does 
teach that other wireless protocols may be used (col. 3, lines 20-25) and that a first piconet may 
have a different protocol from a second piconet (col. 3, lines 35-40). Hild teaches this limitation 
(col. 4, lines 5-45; col. 9, lines 35-67). At the time the invention was made, one of ordinary skill 
in the art would have used wireless LAN to connect with existing ad-hoc wireless networks and 
to allow power conservation (col. 9, lines 38-40). 

34. Claims 28 and 29 are drawn to the limitations drawn in claims 16 and 17, respectively. 
Therefore, since claims 16 and 17 are rejected, claims 28 and 29 are also rejected for the reasons 
above. 
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35. For claim 30, Morris teaches that the device is a mobile device selected from a group of 
mobile devices comprising: a wireless phone and a personal-digital assistant (PDA) device (col. 
6, lines 20-25; device = hand-held electronic organizer). 

36. Claim 3 1 is drawn to a the limitations drawn in claims 8 and 9. Therefore, since claims 8 
and 9 are rejected, claim 3 1 is also rejected for the reasons above. 

37. For claim 32, Morris teaches that the device comprises one or more of: an input 
component and a display component (col. 6, lines 20-25; devices listed inherently have input and 
display components by definition). 

38. Claims 34 and 36 are drawn to the limitations in claim 16. Therefore, since claim 16 is 
rejected, claims 34 and 36 are also rejected for the reasons above. 

39. Claims 37-39 are drawn to the limitations in claims 6, 9, and 7, respectively. Therefore, 
since claims 6, 7, and 9 are rejected, claims 37-39 are also rejected for the reasons above. 

40. Claim 35 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Morris and Hild 
as applied to claim 34 above above, and further in view of Briancon, as applied to claim 5 above. 

41 . Claim 35 is drawn to the limitations in claim 5. Therefore, since claim 5 is rejected, 
claim 35 is also rejected for the reasons above. 

42. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Morris as applied 
to claim 1 above, and further in view of Davies et al. (6,664,891). 

43. For claim 15, Morris does not expressly disclose how the first information is formatted. 
Davies teaches a method (abstract) of information delivery within wireless networks (col. 1, line 
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1 - col 4, line 30) in which the first information is formatted according to a markup language 
(col 8, lines 14-16). At the time the invention was made, one of ordinary skill in the art would 
have used the markup language in Morris to determine implementation features of the message 
system and to provide a system that would make it easier for users to develop service 
advertisements (col. 8, lines 8-20). 



44. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. They relate to further teachings regarding ad-hoc networks and piconets. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Melvin H. Pollack whose telephone number is (571) 272-3887. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00-4:30 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jason Cardone can be reached on (571) 272-3933. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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